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REMARKS 

Summary 

Claims 1-12 were pending and all of the claims were rejected in the 
present Office action. Claims 1 and 6 have been amended; new claim 13 has 
been introduced to claim matter to which the Applicant is entitled. No new matter 
has been introduced. The Applicant has carefully considered the references and 
the reasons presented by the Examiner and respectfully traverses the rejections, 
as set forth below. 

Claim Obiections 

Claim 6 was objected to on the basis of a minor informality, and has been 
amended to obviate the same. The Examiner is respectfully requested to 
withdraw the ot)jection. 

Rejections 

35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Claims 5 and 1 1 were rejected as being indefinite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards as the 
invention. The Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection. Claim 5 is an 
original claim and is therefore self-supporting. That the projecting shoulder may 
not be perfectly square can be seen, by way of example, in Fig, 1 , where the 
corners are radiused. 

35 U.S.C. §102 (b) 

Claims 1 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Kim (US 4,473,725; "Kim"). Claim 1 has been amended to better 
describe the subject matter. This amendment finds support in the specification at 
page 1, line 6. 
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Amended Claim 1 recites, inter alia, an actuator for imparting a feedback 
force to the operating lever, and control means for controlling driving of the 
actuator. 

Kim teaches a joystick controller 1 having an elongated tube, surrounded 
by a handle 113 and supported by a bushing 103. Four direction control switches 
70 are actuated, depending on the direction of motion of the handle 113. Kim 
fails to teach or suggest an actuator for imparting a feedback force to the 
operating lever, the actuator being driven by a control means, as in the 
arrangement of Claim 1 . For at least this reason, Kim does not anticipate Claim 
1 , as it does not teach all of the elements of the claim and the arrangement 
thereof. 

Claims 2-13 are dependent on an allowable base claim and are allowable, 
without more. 

35U.S.C.§103 (a) 

Claims 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Kim in view of Wood (US 4,794,213; "Wood"); Claims 4, 
6, 8, 10 and 12 were rejected as being unpatentable over Kim in view of Wood 
and further in view of Wang (US 6,654,005); Claims 3 and 9 were rejected as 
being unpatentable over Kim in view of Wang; and Claims 5 and 1 1 were 
rejected as being unpatentable over Kim. 

The Applicant believes that there are adequate grounds to traverse each 
of these rejections. However, in view of the present amendment, Claim 1 is an 
allowable claim and Claims 2-13 are dependent thereon and are allowable, 
without more. Thus, in the interests of efficient prosecution of this application, a 
detailed traverse of the rejections is not made. 

Conclusion 

Claims 1-13 are pending. Claims 1, 5 and 6 have been amended; new 
Claim 13 has been introduced. 
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For at least the reasons given above, the Applicants respectfully submit 
that the pending claims are allowable and request that a Notice of Allowance 
issue. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned in the 
event that a telephone interview would expedite consideration of the application. 




Respectfultv submitted, 



Anthony P. Curtis, Ph.D. 
Registration No. 46,193 
Agent for Applicant 



BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 



P.O. BOX 10395 



CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312) 321-4200 
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